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April 22, 1993

Ms. Lauren J. Belvin

Acting Director, Office of Legislative Affairs
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 808
Washington, DC 20054

Dear Ms. Belvin:

Many constituents from Arizona's Congressional District 1 have
written expressing their concerns about the proposed Federal
Communications Commission NRPM-PR #92-235 and its possible affect on
radio-controlled models. I am enclosing copies of some of their
correspondence.

I appreciate the need to restructure the 72-76 MHz Band to allow for
expanded communications operations using the new technologies that have
recently become available. I also understand that without changes, many
manufacturers and potential users of the communications band will be
curtailed, causing loss of jobs and restricting growth.

I am sure that representatives of the radio-control community would
be happy to share their views with you directly. Thank you for your prompt

reply.
Sincerely,
g \
Sam (%}ii)r;i%
Member of Congress
SC:gjh
Enclosures
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Hanorable Samuel Coppersmith @

3138 North 53rd Place
Phoenix, Arizona 85018

Dear Sam,

Living a few hundred feet from you, I just thought I would send this to your residence; hope
you don't mind. ’

Normally I use the voting booth to express my concerns and views regarding government,
E F 3 ——— — ﬁ ﬁ

comments and protests to the FCC regarding docket 92-235, and somehow | feel it to your
benefit to be aware of what types of government action cause significant citizen/voter
discontent.

The essence of my concern is stated in the attached letter to the FCC. The FCC is proposing
to encroach on radio frequencies that we hobbyists use. Logically, this is either:

1) a no-brainer on the part of the FCC, or

2) an effort to oust us from this frequency band.

Whether it falls into category lor 2, what a hassle! Consider the energy expended by us in
the hobby to deal this, and the consequent ill will towards the government. Now there are
tens(or hundreds) of thousands of us hobbyists who view this action as a Federal
government juggernaut rolling right over us. If this action falls into category #2, shame on
the FCC! If that is what is going on, it reeks of an action based on the concerted
orchestrations of probably well-funded special interest groups who want those frequencies,
and believe a loosely organized bunch of hobbyists will be easy to shove aside.

In 1986 the FCC reallocated the frequencies that we could use for our hobby. Based on that,
most of us purchased radios in the allocated frequencies; and now they basically want to
take them away. And the deadline for us to protest is a month away. This whole thing,
combined with the short-fused deadline, truly leaves me feeling less than generous toward
the FCC. How to turn off a big chunk of the public!

If you want to get a firsthand idea of what I am talking about regarding this hobby, wander
down to the southeast corner of Earll & 53rd St and knock on my door when you are in town
and I will show you an awesome collection of airplanes.

For what it is worth, I also commute back to the East coast to represent U S WEST at Bell

Communications Research, ANSI telecommunications standards activities, and
Denartment of CommercolNational ITnctititto nf tandardc R, P ~
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FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don’t think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable

investment in our models and _in our radio ecuipment. It is a
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thousands ofgiéédble and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue my business without interference
by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal DR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 MHz band. We need your help urgently because the FCC
has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to avoid this economic mistake.

Sincerely,

R/C Heli-Hut

L 8 Wbo—
Kirk G. Welch
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